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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to applicant's response filed on July 25, 2005. Claims 
1-48 and 50-54 are now pending in the present application. This action is made non- 
final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 7, 9-14, 18, 20-29, 31-39, 41, 44-48 and 50-54 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Novak (U. S. 4,266,098). 

Regarding claims 1, 9, 10, 20, 22-23 and 51-52, Novak teaches a method, a 
computer readable medium, of handling a call from a caller to a communication device, 
the method comprising: 

Receiving the call (Col. 1 , lines 49-50), determining if the communication device 
is in a privacy operating mode or a normal operating mode (Col. 1, lines 50-56). The 
privacy mode is on when the answering device 4. is on. The privacy mode is off when 
the answering device 4 is off , and if the communication device is in the privacy 
operation mode, completing the call if a privacy mode code is entered by the caller (Col. 
2, lines 2-22). 
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If the communication device is in the privacy mode, providing a privacy mode 
message including a selected privacy override code to the caller (Col.1, lines 53-68). 

It is inherence that Novak's device can also provide the caller with the means to 
override the privacy mode in case of emergency by giving out the override code in the 
message of answering machine. The description in Novak is intended as illustrative 
only and is not to be interpreted in the limiting sense. 

Regarding claims 2, 1 1 , 21 , 24, 26, 33, and 38, Novak further teaches if the 
communication device is in the privacy operating mode, routing the call to a message 
system if no privacy mode code is entered by the caller (Col. 4, lines 31-32). 

Regarding claims 3, 14, 29, and 34, Novak further teaches the privacy mode is 
selected by a user of the communication device (Col. 2, lines 57-61). 

Regarding claims 7, 12-13, 18, and 41 , Novak further teaches a privacy mode 
message selected by a user of the communication device (Col. 3, lines 1-3) and 
adapted to be provide to the caller prior to completing the call (Col. 1 , lines 46-56) and 
the privacy mode code selected by the user of the communication device (Col. 2, lines 
61-68). 

Regarding claims 25, 31-32, 35-37 and 39, Novak further teaches a system for 
handling a call from a caller to a user of a communication device comprising: 

a data entry device capable of receiving input to cause the communication device 
to enter a privacy operating mode from a normal operating mode, a memory capable of 
storing a privacy mode message, the privacy mode message including a selected 
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privacy override code adapted to be provided to the caller prior to completing the call to 
the user, and a receiver capable of completing the call to the user if a privacy mode 
code is entered by the caller, a transmitter capable of completing the call to the user if 
the communication device is in the privacy mode and the privacy mode code is entered 
by the caller (Col. 1, lines 45- Col. 2, lines 15). 

Regarding claim 27, Novak further teaches the data entry device is a telephone 
keypad (Col. 1, lines 58-63). 

Regarding claims 28, Novak further teaches the privacy mode code comprises at 
least one keystroke from the data entry device (Col. 2, lines 1-6). 

Regarding claims 44, Novak further teaches if the communication device is in the 
privacy operating mode, passing the call to a voice messaging system if the privacy 
mode code is not entered by the caller, the voice messaging system being capable of 
recording a message spoken by the caller making the call (Col. 1 , lines 46-56). 

Regarding claims 45-48, Novak further teaches if the communication device is in 
the privacy operating mode, blocking completion of the call until the privacy mode code 
is entered. If the communication device is in the privacy operating mode preventing the 
communication device from producing an incoming call signal if the privacy mode code 
is not entered by the caller (Col. 1, lines 18-19 and 46-56). 

Regarding claim 50, Novak further teaches establishing for the communications 
device a normal operating mode and the privacy operating mode. Normal mode of 
operation is characterized by producing an incoming call signal upon receipt of the call, 
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and the privacy mode is characterized by producing the incoming call signal only if the 
caller has entered the privacy mode code (Col. 1, lines 13-15) 

Regarding claims 53, Novak further teaches the step of receiving a spoken 
command from a user of the communication device to place the communication device 
in the privacy operating mode. 

Regarding claims 54, Novak further teaches if the communication device is in the 
privacy mode, preventing the communication device from producing an incoming call 
signal if the privacy mode code is not entered by the caller while providing information 
regarding the incoming call through a display on the communication device (Col. 2, lines 
47-52 and Col. 3, lines 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4-6, 8,15-17, 19, 30, 40, 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Novak (U. S. 4,266,098) in view of Patsiokas et al. (U. S. 
4,941,203). 
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Regarding claims 4, 15, 30, and 43, Novak does not teach communication device is one 
of a cellular telephone and personal digital assistant. However, Patsiokas teaches 
communication device is one of a cellular telephone and personal digital assistant 
(Abstract, lines 1-2). Patsiokas teaches call screening mode in a radio communication 
system includes a base station and a plurality of remote units. If a caller enters an 
override code, the system establishes voice communication between the caller and the 
called remote unit. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Patsiokas' system to Novak's system to 
provide privacy mode in a radio system. 

Regarding claims 5 and 16, Novak does not teach the method is performed by 
one of a base station and a switch. However, Patsiokas teaches the method is 
performed by one of a base station and a switch (Col. 1 , lines 45-51 ). Patsiokas 
teaches call screening mode in a radio communication system includes a base station 
and a plurality of remote units. If caller enters an override code, the system establishes 
voice communication between the caller and the called remote unit. Thus, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate Patsiokas' system to Novak's system to provide privacy mode that is 
performed by one of a base station and a switch. 

Regarding claims 6, 8, 17, 19, 40 and 42, Novak does not teach receiving a 
request from the communication device to place the communication device in the 
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privacy and does not teach receiving a request from the communication device to place 
the communication device out of the privacy mode. However, Patsiokas teaches 
receiving a request from the communication device to place the communication device 
in the privacy and receiving a request from the communication device to place the 
communication device out of the privacy mode (Col, 1 , lines 52-53). Patsiokas teaches 
a mean for selecting a particular communication or operating mode. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate Patsiokas' system to Novak's system to provide a mean for selecting 
mode. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on September 22, 2005 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Novak does not teach if the communication device is in the 
privacy operating mode, announcing the privacy mode code to the caller. However, it is 
inherence that Novak's device can also provide the caller with the means to override the 
privacy mode in case of emergency by giving out the override code in the message of 
answering machine. The description in Novak is intended as illustrative only and is not 
to be interpreted in the limiting sense. 

Applicant also argues that Novak does not teach his system has more than one 
mode, and nothing indicates that the Novak system has more than one "mode". 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Novak teaches the privacy mode is on when the 
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answering device 4 is on. The privacy mode is off when the answering device 4 is off. 
Novak further teaches the system can be programmed such that only certain calls can 
be accepted at certain time. The caller's call was not acceptable (privacy mode on) at 
certain times by connecting (Fig. 1) answering device 4, converter 5, processor 6, 
memory 7 and display 8 to answering telephone 3 or (in Fig. 2) wired clock 10 to 
processor 6 to set condition upon which calls would be accepted at certain times only. 
(Col. 2, lines 45-46, lines 15-32 and Col. 3, lines 9-11, lines 18-24, lines 26-29). Novak 
teaches the caller's call was acceptable (privacy mode off) at certain times by 
disconnecting (Fig. 1 ) device 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 from answering telephone 3, or (Fig. 2) 
unwired clock 10 to processor 6. Thus, Novak does disclose whether a communication 
is in a privacy mode. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Karen L. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-7487. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad F. Matar can be reached on 571-272-7488. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Karen Le 
KLL 

December 8, 2005 ^ 
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